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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 


No. 4075. 

John L. McGrew et al., Appellants, 

vs. 

Olive S. McGrew. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 41397. 

Olive S. McGrew, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

John L. McGrew and Catherine D. McGrew, Defendants. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Judgment Creditor’s Bill. 

Filed January 15, 1923. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 41397. 

. Olive S. McGrew, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

John L. McGrew and Catherine D. McGrew, Defendants. 
Plaintiffs states as follows: 

1. She is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, and brings this suit in her own right. 

2. Defendants are husband and wife, citizens of the United States 
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and residents of the District of Columbia, and are sued in their own 
rights respectively. 

3. On, to-wit, March 30, 19*21, plaintiff recovered against defend¬ 
ant John L. McGrew, in cause No. 05117 in the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, a judgment for $7,029.75, with interest on 
$240 thereof from February 15, 1918, on $240 thereof from August 
15, 1918, and on $7,149.75 thereof from February 15, 1919, together 
with costs of suit, amounting to $34.70, on which said judgment 
execution by the writ of fieri facia « was duly issued January 2, 1923, 
and on the same day returned nulla bona, and the said judgment for 
principal, interest and costs as aforesaid remains and is in full force, 
virtue and effect and wholly unsatisfied; and so far as plaintiff knows 

the said defendant has no property whereby or out of which 

2 the said judgment, or any part thereof, can be recovered at 
law. A short copy of the said judgment is hereto annexed 

and made part hereof. 

4. Defendant Catherine D. McGrew is the holder of record of a 
certain interest in each of the following pieces or parcels of land and 
premises situate in the District of Columbia, namely, (1) lot 191, in 
Charlotte Dailey’s Subdivision of parts of “Mt. Pleasant and Pleasant 
Plains,” as recorded in Liber County 20. Folio 28, in the office of the 
Surveyor of the District of Columbia, the said land and premises 
being otherwise known as No. 1680 Irving Street, Northwest, in the 
City of Washington, in said District, and (2) lot 58, in Harry T. 
Jones’ Subdivision of “Ingleside” block 18, in Walbridge’s Subdi¬ 
vision of “Ingleside,” as per plat in Jones’ Subdivision, Liber County 
20, Folio 74, in the office of the Surveyor of the District of Columbia, 
the said land and premises being otherwise known as No. 3168 Eigh¬ 
teenth Street, Northwest, in said City of Washington. Plaintiff does 
not know, and therefore cannot state, the exact interest of said de¬ 
fendant Catherine D. McGrew in the said pieces of parcels of land 
and premises or euther, and therefore cannot allege or describe the 
same otherwise than as aforesaid. 

5. As plaintiff believes, and therefore avers and charges, defendant 
Catherine D. McGrew holds and has whatever interest she may have, 
appear to have or claim in the said pieces or parcels of land and 
premises, and each of them, for the benefit of defendant John L. 
McGrew, who is in equity the real owner thereof; and plaintiff ac¬ 
cordingly further avers and charges that the said interests, and each 

of them, are in equity subject to be sold and the proceeds 

3 thereof applied to the payment and satisfaction of her judg¬ 
ment aforesaid, and to that end she files this her bill of com¬ 
plaint. 

The premises considered, plaintiff therefore prays as follows: 

First. That process may issue to said defendants, and each of 
them, commanding them, and each of them, to appear to and answer 
the exigency hereof; 

Secondly. That said defendants may severally discover and dis¬ 
close the interests respectively of-each in the said pieces or parcels of 
land and premises; 
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Thirdly. That the said pieces or parcels of land and premises, and 
each of them, may be decreed to be subject to the payment and satis¬ 
faction of plaintiff’s judgment aforesaid, and that in that behalf and 
to that end the same, and each of them, may be sold and the pro¬ 
ceeds thereof applied accordingly; 

Fourthly. That to the ends aforesaid, and each of them, all neces¬ 
sary proceedings may be had and orders made; and 

Fifthly. That she may have such other and further relief in the 
premises as the nature of the case may require. 

OLIVE S. McGREW, 

Plaintiff. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Before me, a Notary Public, in and for the District aforesaid, per¬ 
sonally appeared Olive S. McGrew, who, being by me first 

4 duly sworn, deposes and says that she knows the contents of 
the foregoing bill by her subscribed, and that the statements 

therein made of her own knowledge are true, and that those made 
on information and belief she believes to be true. 

OLIVE S. McGREW. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14 day of June, 1923. 
[Notarial Seal.] CHESTER R. SMITH, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

5 Filed Jun. 15, 1923. Morgan H. Beach, Clerk. 

Short Copy. 

Clerk’s Office. Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

At Law. No. 65117. 

Olive S. McGrew, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

John L. McGrew, Defendant. 

1921, March 30.—Judgment Plaintiff for. $7,629.75 

with interest on $240 from Feb’y 15, 1918, & on $240 
from Aug. 15, 1918, & on $7,149.75 from Feb’y 15, 

1919. 


Cost of Protest. 

Costs of Suit.. 34.70 

“ add’l to Satisfy. .40 


Less credit, of $— paid 









4 


J. L. MC GREW ET AL. VS. OLIVE S. MC GREW. 


1923, Jan’y 2.—Fi. Fa., issued. 

“ “ 2.— “ “ returned Nulla bona. 

$— of said costs due Clerk. 

Test • 

[SEAL.] MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Cl fir h 

Bv ALF G. BUHRMAN, 

Jan’y 2, 1923. Asst Clerk. 

6 Separate Answer of Defendant Catherine D. McGrcw. 

Filed July 20, 1923. 

******* 

This defendant, hereby reserving to herself all and all manner of 
benefit to the many errors, uncertainties and imperfections in the 
Bill of Complaint filed herein, for answer thereto, or to so much 
thereof as she is advised it is necessary or material for her to make 
answer unto, answering says: 

1. She admits the averments of paragraph 1 of said Bill. 

2. She admits the averments of paragraph 2 of said Bill. 

3. She is without personal knowledge with respect to the matters 
and things averred in the 3d paragraph of said Bill and if the same 
be material she demands strict proof thereof. 

4. Answering the 4th paragraph of said Bill, this defendant denies 
that she is the owner of record of Lot numbered 191, in Charlotte 
Dailey’s subdivision of lots in Dennison & Leighton, Trustees’ sub¬ 
division of parts of “Mount Pleasant” and “Pleasant Plains”, as 
recorded in Liber County 20, folio 28, in the Office of the Surveyor 
of the District of Columbia, the said land and premises being other¬ 
wise known as No. 1680 Irving Street, Northwest, in the City of 
Washington, in said District. 

She admits that she is the owner of record of Lot numbered 58, 
in Harry T. Jones’ subdivision of “Ingleside”, Block 18, in Wal- 
bridge’s subdivision of “Ingleside”, as per plat in Jones’ sub- 

7 division. Liber County 20. folio 74, in the office of the Sur¬ 
veyor of the District of Columbia, the said land and premises 

being otherwise known as No. 3168 18th Street, Northwest, in the 
City of Washington. Said property is subject to an indebtedness of 
approximately $3,600.00, secured by deed of trust thereon. 

5. Answering the 5th paragraph of said Bill, this defendant denies 
that the interest she has, as set forth in the 4th paragraph hereof in 
the properties therein described, is held by her for the benefit of the 
defendant John L. McGrew and she denies that he is in equity or 

otherwise the real owner thereof, or that he has anv interest therein. 

„ ^ 

And having fully answered this defendant prays to be hence dis¬ 
missed with her reasonable costs in this behalf sustained. 

CATHERINE D. McGREW. 

MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND. 

Attorneys for Defendant Catherine D. McGrew. 
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District of Columbia, To wit: 

Catherine D. McGrew, being first duly sworn upon oath deposes 
and says: I have read over the foregoing Answer by me subscribed 
and know the contents thereof; the matters and things therein stated 
as of my personal knowledge are true and those stated upon infor¬ 
mation and belief I believe to be true. 

CATHERINE D. McGREW. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of July, 1928. 
[seal.] ARTHUR P. DRURY, 

Notary Public, /). C. 


8 Answer of Defendant John L. McGrew. 

Filed Julv 25, 1923. 

* * * * * * * 

This defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserv¬ 
ing unto himself all benefit and advantage of exception which can 
or may be had or taken to the jurisdiction of this court, or the many 
errors, uncertainties, and other imperfections in the Bill of Com¬ 
plaint filed herein, for answer thereunto, or so much and such parts 
thereof as this defendant is advised is or are material or necessary 
for him to make answer unto, this defendant for answer to said Bill 
of Complaint says: 

1, 2. Answering paragraphs 1 and 2 of said Bill of Complaint this 
defendant admits the allegations therein contained. 

3. Answering paragraph 3 of said Bill of Complaint this defend¬ 
ant admits the recovery against him by the plaintiff of a judgment 
in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia and for further 
answer refers to the records of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia in the law case in which said judgment was recovered. 

4. Answering paragraph 4 of said Bill of Complaint this defendant 
admits that his co-defendant, Catherine D. McGrew is the absolute 
owner of premises 3168 18th St. N. W. and that said Catherine Mc¬ 
Grew has some interest in premises 1680 Irving Street but is not the 
owner of record thereof. 

5. Answering paragraph 5 of said Bill of Complaint this defend¬ 
ant denies that said Catherine D. McGrew holds said property re¬ 
ferred to in the fourth paragraph of said Bill for the benefit 

9 of this defendant or that he has any interest, right or owner¬ 
ship therein. 

And, having fully answered said Bill of Complaint, this defend¬ 
ant prays that he may be hence dismissed with his costs in this behalf 
incurred. 


JOHN L. McGREW. 


c> 
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District of Columbia, ss: 

John L. McGrew being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says 
that he has read the aforegoing answer by him subscribed and 
knows the contents thereof; that the matters and things therein 
stated are true of his own knowledge except as to matters and things 
therein stated upon information and belief and that as to the same 
he believes them to be true. 

JOHN L. McGREW. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of July, A. D. 
1923. 

[seal.] IT. W. BARBER, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Interrogatories to the Defendant John L. McGrew. 

Filed October 23, 1923. 

* * * * * * * 

Interrogatories for the Defendant John L. McGrew, in conformity 
to the provisions of Equity Rule No. 58, the same to be answered 
by the said Defendant. . 

1. When were you and your present wife and co-defendant Cath¬ 
erine D. McGrew married? 

2. At the time of your marriage to the present Mrs. McGrew 

what real estate did you own or have any interest in, and to 
10 what extent? Answer fully, giving description and loca¬ 
tion of property, the character and extent of your interest 
therein, and the value thereof. 

3. What disposition have you since made of any of such prop¬ 
erty or your interest therein, when, to whom and for what consid¬ 
eration in each instance, and what disposition did you make of such 
consideration in each instance? 

4. At the time of your said marriage did you own a tract of land 
in the State of Virginia? If so. describe the same and give the 
value thereof and the character and extent of your interest therein. 

5. Were you at any time the owner of the Wentworth Apartment 
House, so-called, No. 707 Twentieth Street, Northwest, in the City of 
Washington, District of Columbia, and if so, of what interest therein 
and what was the value thereof, when and how did you acquire and 
when and to whom did you dispose of the same, and for what con¬ 
sideration? 

6. Were you at any time the owner of premises known as No. 
1680 Irving Street, Northwest, in the City of Washington, District 
of Columbia, and if so, of what interest therein, and what was the 
value thereof, when and how did you acquire and when and to whom 
did you dispose of the same, and for what consideration? 
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7. What real estate or any interest, legal or equitable, therein do 
you now own, where is the same situated, and what is the character 
and value of the same? 

8. Do you own any moneys, bonds, stocks or other securities, or 
other personal property of any kind, including automobiles? If so, 
describe each and and the value thereof, and state in whose posses¬ 
sion or custody the same are, and where the same are now lo¬ 
cated. 

11 9. At the time of your marriage to your present wife and 

co-defendant, what estate of whatever character had she, 
where was the same located, and what was the value thereof? 


Leave to file granted. 


Oct. 23, 1923. 


HENRY E. DAVIS, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 

Fiat. 

WILLIAM HITZ, 

Justice. 


Interrogatories to the Defendant Catherine D. McGrew. 

Filed October 23, 1923. 

* * * hf * * * 

Interrogatories for the Defendant Catherine D. McGrew in Con¬ 
formity to the Provisions of Equity Rule No. 58, the Same to be 

Answered by the said Defendant. 

1. When were you married to your co-defendant John L. McGrew? 

2. At the time of your marriage to your co-defendant of what 
property of any kind were you possessed, where was the same located, 
and what was the description, extent and value thereof, and when, 
how, from whom, and in what form, did you acquire the same? 

3. What is your present interest in premises No. 1680 Irving 
Street, Northwest, in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, 
how did you acquire the same, and what is the value thereof? 

4. What is your present interest in premises No. 3168 Eighteenth 
Street, Northwest, in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, 
how did you acquire the same and what is the value thereof? 

5. If you at any time had any interest in either of the two 
12 last mentioned pieces of property and have disposed of the 
same, when, to whom and for what consideration did you so 
dispose thereof? 

6. Were you at any time the owner of the Wentworth Apartment 
House, so-called, No. 707 Twentieth Street, Northwest, in the City 
of Washington, District of Columbia, or any interest therein, and 
if so, what interest, and when, from whom and for what considera¬ 
tion did you acquire the same, and what was the value thereof? 
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7. If at any time you were the owner of the said Wentworth 
Apartment House or any interest therein and have disposed of the 
same, when, to whom and for what consideration did you so dispose 
thereof? 

8. If at any time you acquired any interest in any of the prop¬ 
erties hereinbefore mentioned, from what source did you obtain any 
consideration paid by you therefor, and what in each instance was 
the character and amount of such consideration? 

9. Since your marriage with your co-defendant, what real estate 
other than that hereinbefore inquired of has been held by you, what 
was the character and extent of your interest therein, from whom 
and for what consideration did obtain the same, do you now hold 
the same, and if not, when, to whom and for what consideration did 
you dispose thereof? 

10. Do you own any moneys, bonds, stocks, or other securities, 
or other personal property of any kind, including automobiles? If 
so, describe each and the value thereof, and state when and from 
whom you acquired the same, and in whose possession or custody 
the same are, and where the same are now located. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, 
Attorney for Plaintiff . 
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Fiat. 


Leave to file granted. 


Oct. 23, 1923. 


WILLIAM IIITZ, 

Justice. 


Objections of Catherine D. McGrew to Interrogatories. 

Filed November 2,1923. 

******* 

Now comes here the defendant, Catherine D. McGrew, by her at¬ 
torneys Messrs. Minor, Galley & Rowland, and files these her objec¬ 
tions to the Interrogatories filed herein by the plaintiff on the 23d 
day of October 1923, to be answered by her. 

First. She objects to all of said interrogatories numbered respec¬ 
tively 1 to 10, both inclusive, on the ground that no proper founda¬ 
tion is laid in the bill herein upon which to base such interroga¬ 
tories. She further objects thereto on the ground that to require her 
to answer such interrogatories would be tantamount to compelling 
her to testify against her husband, contrary to law. 

Second. For additional objections to interrogatories numbered re¬ 
spectively 2, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 she says: 

a. Said interrogatories are not germane to any issue involved in 
this case. 

b. Said interrogatories are too broad and indefinite. 

Third. For additional objections to said interrogatories numbered 
2 to 10, both inclusive, she says: 
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Said interrogatories do not seek the disclosure of ultimate facts 
only material to the issues involved herein, but seek the disclosure 
merely of matters of evidence. 

14 Fourth. For additional objection to said interrogatories 
numbered 3 to 10, both inclusive, she says: 

That for her to make answer to said interrogatories, or either of 
them, would make it necessary for her to disclose and set forth con¬ 
fidential communications between herself and her husband; and she 
is advised by counsel that she cannot be compelled so to do. In sup¬ 
port hereof defendant files herewith her affidavit and prays that the 
same may be read and considered as a part hereof. 

MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND. 

Attorneys j or Defendant Catherine D. McGrew. 


District of Columbia, ss: 

Catherine D. McGrew, being first duly sworn deposes and says: 

I am one of the defendants in the above-entitled cause and am the 
wife of my co-defendant John L. McGrew. 

I have read over the interrogatories filed herein by the plaintiff 
to be answered by me and say that for me to make answer to said in¬ 
terrogatories numbered respectively 2 to 10, both inclusive, or either 
of them, would necessitate my disclosing and setting forth con¬ 
fidential communications between myself and my said husband. 

CATHERINE DALTON McGREW. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2nd day of November, 
1923 

[seal.] NEENAHLAUB, 

Notary Public, D. C 


15 Objections of John L. McGrew to Interrogatories. 

Filed November 5, 1923. 

******* 

Now comes the defendant, John L. McGrew, by his attorney, Stan¬ 
ley D. Willis, and objects to each and every interrogatory filed herein 
on the 23rd day of October 1923, for answer by him, and as grounds 

therefor savs: 

«/ 

1. That no proper foundation is laid in the bill of complaint 
herein whereon to base said interrogatories. 

2. That said interrogatories are not germane to the issues joined 
herein. 

3. That said interrogatories are vague, indefinite and general. 

4. That said interrogatories seek disclosure of evidence, not pe¬ 
culiarly within the knowledge of the defendant, and equally acces¬ 
sible to the plaintiff. 
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5. That said interrogatories require this defendant to testify 
against his wife, Catherine D. McGrew, a co-defendant herein, against 
his will and right and contrary to law. 

6. That said interrogatories require disclosure of confidential com¬ 
munications between this defendant and his wife a codefendant 
herein contrary to law. 

7. That this defendant files herewith, as a part hereof, his affidavit 
in support hereof. 

STANLEY D. WILLIS, 
Attorney for Defendant John L. McGrew. 


To Henry E. Davis, 

Attorney for plaintiff. 

Washington, D. C.: 

10 You will please take notice that I have calendared the 

aforegoing objection for hearing before one of the justices 
presiding in the equity division of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, on Friday November 9th, 1923, at ten o’clock a. m. 
or as soon thereafter as counsel mav be heard. 

STANLEY D. WILLIS, 
Attorney for Defendant John L. McGrew. 


District of Columbia: 

John L. McGrew being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says 
that he is one of the defendants in the above entitled case and that 
his wife, Catherine D. McGrew is a co-defendant herein; that your 
affiant and said Catherine D. McGrew were lawfully married on the 
3rd day of January A. D., 1917 and since that time have lived to¬ 
gether as husband and wife and still continue to do so; that your 
affiant has seen and read certain interrogatories filed herein for an¬ 
swer by him and your affiant says that to compel answer by him to 
interrogatories number 2 to 9 inclusive would require and compel 
him against his objection to testify for or against his wife, a co¬ 
defendant herein and disclose confidential communications between 
your affiant and his said wife, contrary to law; that your affiant is 
advised and believes that he is not required to so testify nor make 
any such confidential disclosures and hereby exercises his privilege 
and right of declining to so testify ; that your affiant files this affi¬ 
davit in support of his objections attached hereto and made a part 
hereof. 

JOHN L. McGREW. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of Novem¬ 
ber A. D., 1923. 
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Order Overruling Objections to Interrogatories. 

Filed November 19,1923. 

******* 

This cause coming on for consideration by the Court upon the 
objections of each of the defendants to the interrogations filed by 
the plaintiff to be answered by the said defendants severally, and 
having been considered by the Court, 

It is, this 19th day of November, 1923, Adjudged and ordered 
that the said exceptions be, and they hereby are, severally overruled, 
and that the defendants severally answer the said interrogatories 
within thirty da vs from the date hereof. 

WILLIAM HITZ, 

Justice. 

Order Allowing Special Appeal. 


Filed December 12, 1923. 

******* 

On consideration of the petition for the allowance of a special 
appeal in the above entitled cause from the order of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia entered therein on November 19, 
1923, It is by the court this day ordered that said appeal be, 
18 and the same is hereby allowed. 

Per Mr Chief Justice SMYTH, 

December 8, 1923. 

A true Copy. 

Test: 

HENRY W. HODGES, 

[seal] Clerk of the Court of Appeals 
of the District of Columbia. 


Memorandum. 

December 12, 1923.—Order fixing penalty of appeal bond to 
operate as a supersedeas at one hundred dollars, filed. 

Assignments of Error. 

Filed December 12, 1923. 

******* 

1. The Court erred in not holding that Rule 58 of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia is merely a rule of procedure 
and does not enlarge the right of a suitor to discovery. 
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2. The Court erred in holding that a proper foundation is laid 
in the bill of complaint upon which to base the interrogatories. 

3. The Court erred in holding that said interrogatories seek the 
disclosure of ultimate facts only, material to the issues involved in 
the case, and not the disclosure merely of matters of evidence. 

4. The Court erred in holding that said interrogatories are suffi¬ 

ciently specific, and germane to the issues involved in the case. 
19 5. The Court erred in holding that to compel the de¬ 

fendants to answer said interrogatories would not require the 
defendants to make discovery which would be against public policy. 

6. The Court erred in holding that compelling the defendants to 
answer said interrogatories was not tantamount to compelling the 
defendants / who are husband and wife, to testify against each other, 
contrary to the provisions of Section 1068 of the Code. 

7. The Court erred in holding that compelling the defendants 
to answer said interrogatories would not make it necessary for them 
to disclose confidential communications between them, contrary to 
the provisions of Section 1069 of the Code. 

8. The Court erred in overruling the several objections of the 
defendants to said interrogatories. 

STANLEY D. WILLIS, 

Attorney for John L. McGrew. 

MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND, 
Attorneys for Catherine D. McGrew. 


Received copy of foregoing Assignments of Error this 11th day 
of December, 1923. 


HENRY E. DAVIS, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 


Designation of Record. 


Filed December 12,1923. 

******* 

The Clerk of the Court will please prepare transcript of record 
on appeal in the above-entitled cause, and include therein the fol¬ 
lowing : 

20 1. Original Bill of Complaint. 

2. Answers of Defendants thereto. 

3. Interrogatories to be answered by defendants. 

4. Objections of Defendants to Interrogatories and Affidavits. 

5. Order directing defendants to answer Interrogatories. 

6. Memo: Allowance of Special Appeal and Supersedeas Bond 
on Appeal. 

7. Assignments of Error. 

8. This Designation. 

STANLEY D. WILLIS, 

Attorney for John L. McGrew. 
MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND, 

Attorneys for Catherine D. McGrew. 
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Received copy of foregoing Designation this 11th day of Decem¬ 
ber, 1923. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 


Memorandum. 

December 14, 1923.—Supersedeas Bond approved and filed. 

21 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Morgan H. Beach, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing numbered from 1 to 20, 
both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record ac¬ 
cording to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 41397 in Equity, wherein 
Olive S. McGrew is Plaintiff and John L. McGrew and Catherine 
D. McGrew are Defendants, as the same remains upon the files and 
of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix the 
seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, this 
18th day of December, 1923. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Cirri- 

By W. E. WILLIAMS, 

EW. Assistant Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
4075. John L. McGrew et al., appellants, vs. Olive S. McGrew. 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Dec. 19, 1923. 
Henry W. Hodges, Clerk. 
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